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COMMENTS OF Shawnee Mission Medical Center to the Commission:

We oppose the adoption of Part 88 "Spectrum Refarming" rules.

We are a 383 bed suburban medical center similar and

representative to hundreds of others across the United States, in

matters of radio communications needs and requirements.

We wish to begin our comments to the Commission by pointing
out that we feel very strongly that with the current pUblic comment

da~e expiring February 26th.; insufficient time has been allocated

for a proposal of this magnitude and with such far-reaching
consequences as this N.P.R.M. contains.

We request FCC extension of the public comment period on this

N.P.R.M. We became aware of this N.P.R.M. only this month and have

had insufficient time to study the 432 page Part 88 document.
We contacted two different commercial two-way radio shops that

we do business with for further information and neither one of them

had any knowledge that a proposal of this magnitude was even being
considered.

We are certain that the Commission has no intent to operate in

a "vacuum" on this most important matter and as such hope that you

will look favorably upon our request for an extension of the pUblic
comment period.

We oppose the adoption of PR Docket 92-235 for the following
reasons:
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1. The act will result in undue hardship and tremendous

monetary cost to existing Part 90 radio spectrum users. If Part 88

"spectrum refarming" rules are adopted, our institution alone would

have to attempt to replace $50,000.00 to $100,000.00 worth of

perfectly functioning radio communications equipment.

2. There is no certainty and no guarantee that the expensive

replacement radio equipment and services would match the quality

and the coverage of our existing and in-place radio communications

systems. To the contrary; preliminary information on tests of

narrow bandwidth communications concepts (such as amplitude
compandored single-sideband or ACSSB) point to voice recognition
problems and oscillator stability problems under inclement weather

and use situations.

3. Medical institutions across the united states are "under
attack" to provide quality services while containing costs. How

can we provide quality services when our existing radio

communications systems (which are functioning fine) are threatened

with disruption and how can we contain costs when we are told to
replace $100,000.00 worth of equipment that "doesn't really need to

be replaced"?

4. Rather than "root-out" and replace the existing Part 90

radio communications infrastructure of the united states; we would

like to see the Commission take a more conservative approach and

address the real underlying problem (a radio spectrum shortage).

The entire Part 90 private land mobile radio spectrum in the united
states consists of a spectrum of approximately 50 MHz in most parts

of the country and 92 MHz in those large cities that are allowed to

use the 470-512 MHz spectrum for two-way communications.

Meanwhile, the federal government itself is sitting on 195 MHz of
poorly utilized spectrum (225 to 420 MHz); which would be -"choice"

frequencies for land mobile use. Our position is that the federal

government should undertake the job of realistically organizing the

225 to 420 MHz radio services (which has never been done) and using

the leftover spectrum (probably about 100 MHz) to establish a new
highly spectrum efficient private land mobile radio service.
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5. We have concerns about possible consolidation of various

radio service categories. The existing radio service categories

have evolved over a period of many years and serve very legitimate

purposes in minimizing unnecessary problems and conflicts between

drastically different service providers. The "special emergency

radio service" is a case in point. It recognizes the unique needs

of medical service providers which mayor may not qualify for

frequencies in the public safety categories; depending upon

institutional affiliation.

6. We have concerns about possible "across the board" power

output limitations in the proposed Part 88 radio services. While

radio frequency power output limitations could probably be applied

to some of the "mobile only" radio services without undue hardship;

these limitations could very adversely effect the coverage and

performance of radio systems which incorporate pagers and hand-held

portable radio transceivers. Institutional users whose buildings

utilize dense steel-reinforced concrete construction could suffer

poor radio system coverage which is not presently a problem.

7. We question the exemption of Part 90 radio services

operating above 512 MHz from the implications of this N.P.R.M.

A non-trunked 800 MHz radio system uses the same frequency

bandwidth and modulation techniques as is currently used by Part 90

radio services operating below 512 MHz and is no more spectrum

efficient.

8. We believe that implementation of Part 88 rules would

force many if not most existing users of land mobile radio

communications systems onto trunked SMR (specialized Mobile Radio)

systems; with unfair monetary windfall profits to at least one

commercial radio manufacturer who has been building these systems

allover the country since the FCC rules which barred manufacturers

from also owning and operating SMR systems were dropped several

years ago.
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9. We question the disaster and emergency preparedness

implications of concentrating large volumes of users onto heavily

computerized single-sight or mUltiple-sight SMR systems.

Independently owned and operated radio systems are apt to be less

vulnerable to serious outages due to geographic separation and

diversity.

10. We believe that the Part 88 "spectrum refarming" rules

would very negatively impact the existing two-way radio

communications businesses; reducing competition to just a few of

the biggest manufacturers and unnecessairly driving-up costs for

the end users, such as ourselves.

We wish to thank the Commission for the opportunity to file

comments in this Notice of Proposed RUlemaking.

Respectfully sUbmitted,
Shawnee Mission Medical Center
Febr ary 23, 1993D
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Richard L. McCluskey, PhD
Director of Safety and securi

Lee Miller
Assistant Director, Plant services

W. Neil Clendenin
Security Department


